On Press Freedom ^ , 

The Supreme Court, in its opinion in Time versus 
Hill, hasfclarified the freedom of the press to deal j 
TOth events involving newsworthy persons, pro- 
viding publication- does, not involve delibmate 
falsehood or negligence.. It is a landmark deid^ion.' 
on privacy,veven though; the essential?^ 
the Court apparently grew out of a difference oyer j 
the adequa<y of the instructions given the jury in 
the lower court. ( 

The maiprity’s opinion is as -much a construction 
of the realities of mS)an Itfe as it is a cons^ction 

of the Constitution. ‘|Esppsure of the self to bt^^ 

in varying degree ^ a concomitant of life in a 
civilized communitjI’V Justice , Brranan declares 
for the majority. It is a statement of the facts of ] 
life that conforms to reality hbwever niuch it may ‘ 
depart from earlier ideals Concerning: the immu- 
nity of private persons to public examination of 
their Uves. One may rejoice in the freedom it gives 
the press . without delighting in , the fact that it 
narrows the individual’s immunity to public 
scrutiny. In this conflict of values those that con- 
cem society’s right to know the details of life and 
the background of events probably are more im- 
portant to collective survival. 

I The majority opinion emphasizes that the pro- 
tection of the press is not for the .“benefit of the I 
press so much as for the benefit of all of us. A 
broadly defined freedom of the press assures the , 
maintenance of our political system. And it rightly 
suggests that the fehr of large verdicts and damage 
suits “must inevitably cause publishers to ‘steer 
.wdder of the unlawful zone’.” 

This opiniohv like Nevf York Times versus Sul-~ 
livan, confirms that the First Amendment grani 
of press rights is broad indeed. Both leave the 
press the widest freedom to report on -events in 
life and on public transactions so long as there 
is not undue ne^gence or- malice. The press, if 
it is wise, will act to vindicate these, opinions, 
not only by .the fuBest , exercise of ' , 

in the public interest, but by c^ and rekraint 
in publicafion, hy a cautious conformity to the, 
limits the opinions set and a decent defAw. Ti>. ^> 
to the misgivings of the minority on the latitude 
allowed. 
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